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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 09/02/08 has been entered. 

Priority 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 09/02/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues that Cromer et al.'s "RFID tag... does not appear to hold 
information pertaining to an installation location in a system", as recited in claim 1 . However, 
Examiner assets that the RFID tag of Cromer et al. holds MAC address data (e.g., col. 3 lines 38- 
39), which corresponds to the claimed information "pertaining to an installation location". This 
interpretation is consistent with Applicant's own specification, which discloses that the 
information pertaining to an installation location can be address data (e.g., pg. 4 lines 12-16). 

Applicant also argues that Cromer et al.'s "RFID tag is situated in the computer", in an 
apparent attempt to support the aforementioned argument that Cromer et al.'s "RFID tag... does 
not appear to hold information pertaining to an installation location in a system". However, even 
if it were true that "Cromer et al.'s "RFID tag is situated in the computer" (which examiner does 
not necessarily concede to be the case), it is not clear what significance or relation this purported 
fact has to the actual claim language, since the claim language does not appear to preclude an 
embodiment of an RFID tag situated in a computer. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention \v;is patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-16 and 19-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Cromer et al. US 6,177,860. Cromer et al. discloses: 

Regarding claims 1, 8, 26 and 27 

Cromer teaches a method, an apparatus, or a system "comprising: situating a configuration 
device at an installation location in a system, wherein the configuration device is connected to a 
coupler for an intelligent unit" (e.g. col. 3 lines 44-65 and col. 4 lines 17-22, the computer can 
adapt to a customer location by sending RFID tag information to a host); "and storing data in the 
configuration device, pertaining to the installation location, wherein the data is transmitted from 
the configuration device to a logic device that processes the data for configuration of the 
intelligent unit" (e.g. col. 5 lines 1 1 -46). 
Regarding claim 2 

Cromer teaches "the method as claimed in claim 1, further comprising the following steps: 
provisioning the intelligent unit with the logic device" (e.g. col. 4 in particularly lines 17-22); 
"coupling the intelligent unit to the coupler" (e.g. col. 4 lines 4-10); 

"connecting the intelligent unit to the configuration device" (e.g. FIG. 4); "and transmitting the 
data from the configuration device to the logic device" (e.g. col. 3 lines 44-49). 
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Regarding claim 3 

Cromer teaches "the method as claimed in claim 1, further comprising: transmitting data from 
the intelligent unit to the configuration device and storing the data from the intelligent unit in the 
configuration device" (e.g. col. 4 lines 23-32). 
Regarding claim 4 

Cromer teaches "the method as claimed in claim 1, further comprising matching data between 
the intelligent unit and the configuration device" (e.g. col. 3 lines 30-43). 
Regarding claim 5 

Cromer teaches "The method as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the intelligent unit is in a network" 
(e.g. FIG. 2). 
Regarding claim 6 

Cromer teaches "The method as claimed in claim 1, wherein the storing and/or the transmitting 
of the data is carried out as a single step, or as a repeatable step" (e.g. col. 3 lines 56-65). 
Regarding claim 7 

Cromer teaches "The method as claimed in claim 1, wherein the storing and/or the-transmitting 
of the data performed securely" (e.g. col. 4 lines 1-16). 
Regarding claim 9 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, comprising: an intelligent unit with an 
associated logic device for processing data for configuration of the intelligent unit" (e.g. col. 3 
lines 57-65); "and a configuration device which is associated with a defined application and/or a 
defined location" (e.g. col. 3 lines 30-43), "and is permanently or detachably connected to the 
coupler" (e.g. col. 3 lines 1-3), "for storage of application-based 
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and/or location-based configuration data and/or behavior description data" (e.g. col. 3 lines 56- 
65), "wherein the intelligent unit and the configuration device can be connected to one another in 
such a way that data can be transmitted at least from the configuration device to the logic device 
for adaptation of the intelligent unit to the application and/or the location" (e.g. col. 4 lines 1-16). 
Regarding claim 10 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, comprising: a configuration device, which 
can be associated with a defined application and/or a defined location of an intelligent unit and 
can be permanently or detachably connected to the coupler" (e.g. col. 3 lines 1-3 and lines 30- 
43), "for storage of application-based and/or location-based configuration data and/or behavior 
description data" (e.g. col. 3 lines 56-65), "wherein the configuration device can be connected to 
a logic device for processing of data for configuration of an intelligent unit in such a way that 
data can be transmitted at least from the configuration device to the logic device" (e.g. col. 4 
lines 1-16). 
Regarding claim 11 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, comprising: an intelligent unit with an 
associated logic device for processing of data for configuration of the intelligent unit" (e.g. col. 3 
lines 57-65), "wherein the intelligent unit can be connected to a configuration device, which is 
associated with a defined application and/or a defined location of the intelligent unit and is 
permanently or detachably connected to the coupler" (e.g. col. 3 

lines 1-3 and lines 30-43), for storage of application-based and/or location-based configuration 
data and/or behavior description data" (e.g. col. 3 lines 56-65), "in such a way that data can be 
transmitted at least from the configuration device to the logic device for adaptation of the 



Application/Control Number: 10/539,888 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2121 

intelligent unit to the application and/or the location" (e.g. col. 4 lines 1-16). 
Regarding claim 12 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, further comprising: the intelligent unit 
being within a network" (e.g. FIG. 2). 
Regarding claim 13 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, further comprising: the intelligent unit 
having a system component" (e.g. FIG. 2). 
Regarding claim 14 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, further comprising: the application-based 
and/or location-based data comprising an address, a component identification, configuration data 
and/or data for configuration" (e.g. col. 4 lines 1-16). 
Regarding claim 15 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, further comprising: the logic device which 
is associated with the intelligent unit being designed for data transmission to the configuration 
device" (e.g. col. 3 lines 44-49). 
Regarding claim 16 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, further comprising: the configuration 
device being designed to receive and store data from the logic device which is associated with 
the intelligent unit" (e.g. col. 5 lines 37-50). 
Regarding claim 19 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, further comprising: the configuration 
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device being associated with a connecting device, which is arranged at the coupler, for 
connection of the intelligent unit" (e.g. col. 2 line 57 to col. 3 line 3). 
Regarding claim 20 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, further comprising: the configuration 
device being designed for storage, reading and/or processing of further data" (e.g. col. 4 lines 1- 
16). 

Regarding claim 21 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, further comprising: the data of the 
configuration device being variable, readable and/or processable by remote control and/or 
externally" (e.g. col. 5 lines 37-46). 
Regarding claim 22 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, further comprising: the configuration 
device and the intelligent unit having complementary means for provision of a unidirectional 
and/or bidirectional data transmission connection, in particular using screw-in and/or plug-in 
connectors, a contact-based , optical and/or a radio connection" (e.g. col. 3 lines 56-65). 
Regarding claim 23 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, further comprising: the configuration 
device being designed as equipment for an automation system" (e.g. FIG. 2 and col. 4 lines 1- 
16). 

Regarding claim 24 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed claim 8, further comprising: the configuration device 
and/or the logic device having hardware and/or software elements" (e.g. col. 3 lines 1 1-30). 
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Regarding claim 25 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus as claimed in claim 8, further comprising: the logic device which 
is associated with the configuration device being part of the configuration device or part of a 
further device which can be connected to the configuration device, in particular a central control 
device" (e.g. col. 3 lines 56-65). 
Regarding claim 28 

Cromer teaches "The system as claimed in claim 27, wherein the system is adapted for operation 
of an automation system" (e.g. col. 2 lines 10- 19). 
Regarding claim 29 

Cromer teaches "The apparatus of claim 8, wherein the configuration device is part of a 
permanent wiring to which the intelligent unit can be coupled (e.g. col. 3 lines 50-55). 
Regarding claim 30 

Cromer teaches "The method of claim 1, wherein said installation location coincides with an 
application location" (e.g. col. 3 lines 56-65). 
Regarding claim 31 

Cromer teaches "The method of claim 1, wherein said data is selected from the group consisting 
of application-based configuration data, location-based configuration data, behavior description 
data, and a combination thereof (e.g. col. 3 lines 30-39). 
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Conclusion 

All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the application prior to the entry of 
the submission under 37 CFR 1.114 and could have been finally rejected on the grounds and art 
of record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the application prior to entry under 
37 CFR 1.114. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL even though it is a first action 
after the filing of a request for continued examination and the submission under 37 CFR 1.114. 
See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). For guidance and precedent on this issue of "same invention", see petition 
decision mailed 08/01/08 in Application No. 10/999,727. 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RYAN A. JARRETT whose telephone number is (571)272-3742. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 10:00-6:30 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Albert Decady can be reached on (571) 272-3819. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from cither Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ryan A. Jarrett/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2121 

10/09/08 



